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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
1 . The amendment filed on 3/29/2004 has been entered and made of record. Claims 1-50 are 
pending. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see page 18, filed 3/29/2004, with respect to the drawings have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. The objections of drawings have been withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's arguments, see page 18, filed 3/29/2004, with respect to specification have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. The objections of specification have been withdrawn. 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-50 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

With respect to applicant's argument that the prior art is not analogous to the 
claimed invention, it is the office position that the art is analogous. With respect to the 35 
USC 102 rejections, a non-analogous argument is not germane to a rejection under 
section 102 (MPEP 2131.05). Further, non-analogous under 35 USC 103, the prior art is 
considered analogous under the basis that they are all found to be utilizing a barcode with 
a patient record or sending a fax document to a central filing area, all are dealing with a 
patient record in one fashion or another. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., patient medical record) are not recited in the rejected claim(s) 1, 17, 21, and 37. 



Application/Control Number: 09/664,969 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2622 

Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogawa et al. 
(US 5,608,874) and further in view of Lake et al. (GB 2,244,625 A). 

Regarding claim 1 , Ogawa et al. teaches (column 27, lines 57-67 and column 28, lines 
1-67) a system comprising: 

a facsimile device (fig. 10, #54J, column 27, lines 57-65) configured to transmit facsimile 
image of an original document and separate facsimile form; 

an interactive user device (#52); 

a processor (#20) coupled to said interactive user device via Internet (column 11, lines 
51-60) and to said facsimile device via a public-switched telephone network, wherein said 
processor is further configured to receive from said facsimile device a transmission of said 
facsimile image of said original document and separate facsimile form, and to provide to an 
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authorized user of said interactive user device upon request said information material (column 
27, lines 25-56). 

Ogawa teaches that the forms processing software identifies the type of document 
represented by means such as reading identifying information on a cover page, which precedes 
the transmission of the actual data, such as account number, name or a specific form layout. 
Although, Ogawa does not explicitly teach utilizing a barcode on the cover sheet, Lake et al. 
teaches utilizing a simple sheet of barcodes and putting one on a cover sheet (page 5, lines 1-6) 
before being faxed, to associate a document with the barcode (page 6, lines 1-3) or the computer 
system can also be arranged to generate documents for facsimile transmission complete with a 
barcode (page 8, lines 23-26). 

Ogawa et al. and Lake et al. are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
endeavor that is both are dealing with sending facsimile documents. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine ability of Lake et al. to add a barcode to a coversheet with the coversheet of Ogawa 
et al. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide further security 
means to a document, so that no mix up within the system can occur. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Ogawa et al. with Lake et al. to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 1. 

Regarding claims 2, Ogawa teaches (column 8, lines 55-60) that the original material 
can be medical information. 

Regarding claims 3, Ogawa teaches that the forms processing software identifies the 
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type of document represented by means such as reading identifying information on a cover page, 
which precedes the transmission of the actual data, such as account number, name or a specific 
form layout. Although, Ogawa does not explicitly teach utilizing a barcode on the cover sheet, 
Lake et al. teaches utilizing a simple sheet of barcodes and putting one on a cover sheet (page 5, 
lines 1-6) before being faxed, to associate a document with the barcode (page 6, lines 1-3) or the 
computer system can also be arranged to generate documents for facsimile transmission 
complete with a barcode (page 8, lines 23-26). 

Regarding claim 4 , Ogawa and Lake teach a facsimile document system. Ogawa teaches 
as described in claim 1, that the system includes a coversheet with at least account information 
and name of individual. But does not explicitly detail that the coversheet includes a barcode. 

Whereas, Lake et al. discloses a fax coversheet with barcoded material on a fax 
coversheet to be sent to a specified recipient (page 5, lines 1-6). 

Regarding claim 5 , Ogawa and Lake teach a facsimile document system. Ogawa teaches 
as described in claim 1, that the system includes a coversheet with at least account information 
and name of individual. But does not explicitly detail that the coversheet includes a barcode. 

Whereas, Lake et al. discloses a fax coversheet with barcoded material on a fax 
coversheet to be sent to a specified recipient (page 5, lines 1-6). Further, Lake discloses that the 
computer system can also be arranged to generate documents for facsimile transmission 
complete with a barcode (page 8, lines 23-26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that to be able to print the barcode the system must have a barcode 
generator. 
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7. Claims 6-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogawa and 
Lake as applied to claims 1-5 above, and further in view of Feinberg (US 6,082,776). 

Regarding claim 6, Ogawa and Lake et al. disclose a facsimile system, however, Ogawa 
and Lake et al. do not disclose a barcode reader. Lake discloses (page 8, lineslO-21) that there is 
a computer system connected to the facsimile machine, which has a set of programs that provide 
the facility for reading the coded document. 

Whereas, Feinberg, discloses a translator program that changes the barcoded 
information back into a human readable format (column 7, lines 15-19). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the translator program of Feinberg, with Lake to read the incoming 
barcoded document, and both incorporated within the system of Ogawa. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that to be able to read an 
incoming document that has a barcode to include the disclosed translator program. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Ogawa, Lake and Feinberg to obtain the invention as specified 
in claim 6. 

Regarding claim 7, Ogawa teaches (column 28, lines 39-53) that the system includes an 
account number associated with each account. Although, Ogawa does not explicitly teach 
utilizing a barcode on the cover sheet, Lake et al. teaches utilizing a simple sheet of barcodes and 
putting one on a cover sheet (page 5, lines 1-6) before being faxed, to associate a document with 
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the barcode (page 6, lines 1-3) or the computer system can also be arranged to generate 
documents for facsimile transmission complete with a barcode (page 8, lines 23-26). Feinberg 
teaches the use of an identification number (fig. 4) associated with a particular patient (see ID at 
top of form). 

Regarding claim 8 , Ogawa teaches (column 13, lines 33-38) that the system includes 
security features such as requiring a valid login to include a login name and password. Lake et al. 
teaches that a printed coding is unique identification of the intended recipient, neither explicitly 
discloses authentication data that corresponds to a particular patient. Whereas, Feinberg teaches 
that it will provide password protection access for privacy and confidentiality (column 6, lines 
38-42), and therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made that part of the authentication process shall include the unique identification 
number from figure 4 of Feinberg. 

Regarding claim 9 , Ogawa teaches that the system stores the incoming information in a 
specific location within the system related to a particular account (column 18, lines 1 1-27). Lake 
et al. (page 7, lines 23-25) and Feinberg (column 7, lines 1-14) teach a storage means for storing 
said information materials, wherein said processor is further configured to store said information 
materials in a storage location corresponding to said coded information material. 

Regarding claim 10 , Ogawa teaches (column 13, lines 33-38) that the system includes 
security features such as requiring a valid login to include a login name and password. Lake et al. 
teaches that a printed coding is unique identification of the intended recipient, neither explicitly 
discloses authentication data that corresponds to a particular patient. Whereas, Feinberg teaches 
that it will provide password protection access for privacy and confidentiality (column 6, lines 
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38-42), and therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made that part of the authentication process shall include the unique identification 
number from figure 4 of Feinberg with each patient identification. 

Claims 1 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogawa et 
al., Lake et al. and Feinberg as applied to claims 1-9 above, and further in view of Kara (US 
6,0886,095). 

Regarding claim 11, Ogawa, Lake and Feinberg teach a system of sending a facsimile 
document and encoding the same. Ogawa teaches that the information system includes 
safeguards (column 11, lines 2-16 and lines 61-67), including data encryption and security 
techniques. However, Lake and Feinberg do not explicitly disclose the ability to encrypt the 
information. Whereas, Kara discloses that the coded information can be further encrypted in 
addition to being coded (column 4, lines 60-62). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the ability to encrypt a barcode document with Ogawa, Lake and 
Feinberg. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide additional security as 
taught by Kara. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Ogawa, Lake, Feinberg and Kara to obtain the invention as 
specified in claim 11. 
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Regarding claims 12 and 15, Ogawa teaches that the information system includes 
safeguards (column 11, lines 2-16 and lines 61-67), including data encryption and security 
techniques. Kara (column 4, lines 60-62), Lake et al. (page 8, lines 10-14) discloses that the 
material may further be encrypted after being coded, and then stored, but does not explicitly 
disclose an encryption information data module; Feinberg does not disclose the ability to encrypt 
the information. Whereas, Schoenberg discloses many levels of security is possible, (column 5, 
lines 10-18) through software that encrypts or decrypts as required (column 4, lines 39-42). It 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made that to 
allow for encryption or decryption it is implied that there is an encryption information data 
module. 

Regarding claims 13, Ogawa teaches that the information system includes safeguards 
(column 11, lines 2-16 and lines 61-67), including data encryption and security techniques. Kara 
teaches that the material may further be encrypted after being coded, and then stored (column 4, 
lines 60-62), Lake et al. teaches that the information may be encrypted and stored upon 
incoming; Feinberg does not disclose an encryption process. Kara and Lake et al. do not 
explicitly detail that the storage corresponding to the identification number. Whereas, 
Schoenberg discloses implicitly that the material has many levels of security (column 5, lines 10- 
18) corresponding to the particular patient and their identification, therefore it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made that the encrypted 
information is stored with respect to the identification of the patient according to the Schoenberg 
teachings. 
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Reearding claim 14, Ogawa teaches (column 13, lines 33-38) that the system includes 
security features such as requiring a valid login to include a login name and password. Kara 
teaches that a user may interface with a computer system thereby browsing the patient's 
emergency information (column 5, lines 34-40), Lake et al. teaches the use of a password to 
interface the information (column 8, lines 10-14), Feinberg teaches password protection (column 
6, lines 38-42). Whereas, Schoenberg teaches the use of many levels of security including a 
double password system as is shown in the table on bottom of column 6. 

Regarding claim 16, Ogawa teaches (column 13, lines 33-38) that the system includes 
security features such as requiring a valid login to include a login name and password. Kara 
discloses that all material can be encrypted for additional security (column 4, lines 60-62), but 
does not explicitly disclose the ability to decrypt the information. Whereas, Lake et al. discloses 
the ability to identify the facsimile transmission as confidential and automatically encrypt the 
information and later decrypt the information; further, it allows the document to be viewed on a 
visual display unit by an authorized recipient. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to allow for the feature disclosed by Lake et 
al. in the system disclosed by Ogawa, thereby allowing for viewing only by an authorized 
recipient. 

8. Claims 17-25 and 37-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kara and further in view of Lake and Ogawa. 

Regarding claim 17, Kara discloses a system (fig. 1, #10) comprising: 
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a processor (#120) comprising: means for receiving a facsimile from a facsimile device 
(#124); means for receiving a telephone call from a telephone, wherein said processor is coupled 
to said facsimile device and to said telephone (#125) via a public-switched telephone network 
(#172), wherein said processor is configured to receive from said facsimile device a transmission 
of a code associated information material (#100C), and, upon a request received via said 
telephone, to transmit said code-associated information material to a user designated facsimile 
device (column 5, lines 58-67; column 6, lines 1-15). However, Kara does not explicitly teach a 
coversheet for the original document. 

Ogawa teaches that the forms processing software identifies the type of document 
represented by means such as reading identifying information on a cover page, which precedes 
the transmission of the actual data, such as account number, name or a specific form layout. 
Although, Ogawa does not explicitly teach utilizing a barcode on the cover sheet, Lake et al. 
teaches utilizing a simple sheet of barcodes and putting one on a cover sheet (page 5, lines 1-6) 
before being faxed, to associate a document with the barcode (page 6, lines 1-3) or the computer 
system can also be arranged to generate documents for facsimile transmission complete with a 
barcode (page 8, lines 23-26). 

Kara, Ogawa et al. and Lake et al. are analogous art because they are from the same field 
of endeavor that is both are dealing with sending facsimile documents. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine ability of Lake et al. to add a barcode to a coversheet, with the coversheet of Ogawa 
et al and to the system of Kara. 
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The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide further security 
means to a document, so that no mix up within the system can occur. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Ogawa et al. and Lake et al. with Kara 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 17. 

Regarding claim 21, Kara discloses a method comprising the steps of: 

associating a code with an information material (fig. 1, #100B); 

transmitting with a facsimile device (#120) said code-associated information material to a 
processor via a public-switched telephone network (#170); 

receiving at said processor (#130) said transmission of said code-associated information 
materials, and providing said information material to an authorized user via Internet at said 
interactive user device in response to a request received therefrom (column 8, lines 26-3 1). 
However, Kara does not explicitly teach a coversheet for the original document. 

Ogawa teaches that the forms processing software identifies the type of document 
represented by means such as reading identifying information on a cover page, which precedes 
the transmission of the actual data, such as account number, name or a specific form layout. 
Although, Ogawa does not explicitly teach utilizing a barcode on the cover sheet, Lake et al. 
teaches utilizing a simple sheet of barcodes and putting one on a cover sheet (page 5, lines 1-6) 
before being faxed, to associate a document with the barcode (page 6, lines 1-3) or the computer 
system can also be arranged to generate documents for facsimile transmission complete with a 
barcode (page 8, lines 23-26). 

Kara, Ogawa et al. and Lake et al. are analogous art because they are from the same field 
of endeavor that is both are dealing with sending facsimile documents. 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine ability of Lake et al. to add a barcode to a coversheet, with the coversheet of Ogawa 
et al and to the system of Kara. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide further security 
means to a document, so that no mix up within the system can occur. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Ogawa et al. and Lake et al. with Kara 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 21 . 

Regarding claim 37, Kara discloses a method comprising the steps of: 

associating a code with an information material (fig. 1, #100B); 

transmitting via a facsimile device (#120) said code-associated information material to a 
processor via a public-switched telephone network (#170); 

receiving at said processor said transmission of said code-associated information 
materials, and providing said code-associated information material to an authorized user at a user 
designated facsimile device at in response to a request received via telephone (column 5, lines 
58-67; column 6, lines 1-15). However, Kara does not explicitly teach a coversheet for the 
original document that includes a barcode. 

Ogawa teaches that the forms processing software identifies the type of document 
represented by means such as reading identifying information on a cover page, which precedes 
the transmission of the actual data, such as account number, name or a specific form layout. 
Although, Ogawa does not explicitly teach utilizing a barcode on the cover sheet, Lake et al. 
teaches utilizing a simple sheet of barcodes and putting one on a cover sheet (page 5, lines 1-6) 
before being faxed, to associate a document with the barcode (page 6, lines 1-3) or the computer 
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system can also be arranged to generate documents for facsimile transmission complete with a 
barcode (page 8, lines 23-26). 

Kara, Ogawa et al. and Lake et al. are analogous art because they are from the same field 
of endeavor that is both are dealing with sending facsimile documents. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine ability of Lake et al. to add a barcode to a coversheet, with the coversheet of Ogawa 
et al and to the system of Kara. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide further security 
means to a document, so that no mix up within the system can occur. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Ogawa et al. and Lake et al. with Kara 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 37. 

Regarding claims 18, 22, and 38 are analogous to rejection for claim 2. 

Regarding claims 19, 23, and 39 are analogous to rejection for claim 3. 

Regarding claims 24 and 40 are analogous to rejection for claim 4. 

Regarding claims 20 and 25 are analogous to rejection for claim 5. 

9. Claims 26-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kara, 
Ogawa and Lake as applied to claims 17-25 and 37-40 above, and further in view of Feinberg 
(US 6,082,776). 

Regarding claim 26, Kara, Ogawa and Lake et al. disclose a facsimile system, however, 
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Kara, Ogawa and Lake do not disclose a barcode reader. Lake discloses (page 8, lines 10-21) that 
there is a computer system connected to the facsimile machine, which has a set of programs that 
provide the facility for reading the coded document. 

Whereas, Feinberg, discloses a translator program that changes the barcoded 
information back into a human readable format (column 7, lines 15-19). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the translator program of Feinberg, with Ogawa and Lake to read the 
incoming barcoded document, and both incorporated within the system of Kara. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that to be able to read an 
incoming document that has a barcode to include the disclosed translator program. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Kara, Ogawa, Lake and Feinberg to obtain the invention as 
specified in claim 26. 

Regarding claim 27 is analogous to rejection for claim 7 

Regarding claim 28 is analogous to rejection for claim 8. 

Regarding claim 29 is analogous to rejection for claim 9. 

Regarding claim 30 is analogous to rejection for claim 10. 

Regarding claim 3 1 is analogous to rejection for claim 11. 

Regarding claims 32 and 35 are analogous to rejections for claims 12 and 15. 

Regarding claim 33 is analogous to rejection for claim 13. 

Regarding claim 34 is analogous to rejection for claim 14. 

Regarding claim 36 is analogous to rejection for claim 16. 
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Regarding claim 41, Kara teaches a process that allows for interaction with a medical 
record via the internet (column 8, lines 26-3 1), a process whereby a facsimile document is used 
for registering patients in a system (column 4, lines 63-67; column 5, lines 1-5) wherein medical 
records are faxed via a public-switched telephone network to a processor and are accessible for 
display to users authorized by said patient, said transmission paper comprising: a barcode 
configured to be appended to a patient's medical record for fax transmission to said system; 
patient access information which enables said user authorized by said patient to access and 
display said medical record via Internet (column 8, lines 26-31). However, Kara does not 
explicitly teach a coversheet for the original document. 

Ogawa teaches that the forms processing software identifies the type of document 
represented by means such as reading identifying information on a cover page, which precedes 
the transmission of the actual data, such as account number, name or a specific form layout. 
Although, Ogawa does not explicitly teach utilizing a barcode on the cover sheet, Lake et al. 
teaches utilizing a simple sheet of barcodes and putting one on a cover sheet (page 5, lines 1-6) 
before being faxed, to associate a document with the barcode (page 6, lines 1-3) or the computer 
system can also be arranged to generate documents for facsimile transmission complete with a 
barcode (page 8, lines 23-26). 

Kara, Ogawa et al. and Lake et al. are analogous art because they are from the same field 
of endeavor that is both are dealing with sending facsimile documents. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine ability of Lake et al. to add a barcode to a coversheet, with the coversheet of Ogawa 
et al and to the system of Kara. 
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The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide further security 
means to a document, so that no mix up within the system can occur. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Ogawa et al. and Lake et al. with Kara 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 41 . 

Regarding claim 42, Kara, Lake et al. and Feinberg do not disclose the ability to include 
payment information within their systems. Ogawa teaches (column 19, lines 7-13) that the 
system maintains records for billing purposes. Schoenberg allows payment information of said 
patient to be included within a designated field selected by the patient during the generate 
hierarchical categories step 204, figure 2. 

Regarding claim 43, Ogawa, Kara, Lake et al. and Feinberg do not disclose the ability to 
remove any patient information within their systems. Whereas, Schoenberg during the generate 
hierarchical categories of figure 2, step 204, that when the patient is allowed to change fields. 

Regarding claim 44, Ogawa teaches (column 28, lines 38-53) that the forms processing 
software identifies the type of document represented by means such as reading identifying 
information on a cover page, which precedes the transmission of the actual data, such as account 
number, name or a specific form layout. Kara, Lake et al, Feinberg (column 6, lines 38-42) and 
Schoenberg (column 6, lines 26-30) disclose the ability to include an identification number or 
name, a password and an access code. 

Regarding claim 45, Ogawa does not teach the ability for a particular doctor to input 
information. Kara and Feinberg teach the ability of the doctor or medical professional to access 
the patient information, but do not explicitly disclose that the doctor must input any special 
access information. Lake et al. discloses a barcode facsimile system, but does not disclose any 
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medical information. Whereas, Schoenberg (column 4, lines 8-10) teaches the ability to have 
doctor access information comprising an identification number, or name and an access code. 

Regarding claim 46, Ogawa does not teach the ability for a particular doctor to input 
information. Kara, and Feinberg, teach the ability of the doctor or medical professional to access 
the patient information, but do not explicitly disclose that the doctor must input any special 
access information. Lake et al. discloses a barcode facsimile system, but does not disclose any 
medical information. Whereas, Schoenberg teaches the ability, wherein, said medical records are 
accessible to said doctor upon said doctor entering said access code (column 4, lines 8-10). 

Regarding claim 47, Ogawa teaches that the system includes a user having to input a 
user name and password, but does not explicitly dictate that the user is a patient. Kara allows for 
added security, but does not disclose the ability to have the patient access include a password. 
Lake et al., Feinberg, and Schoenberg disclose said patient access information further comprises 
a password. 

Regarding claim 48, Ogawa, Kara, Lake et al. and Feinberg do not disclose the ability to 
remove any patient information within their systems, whereas, Schoenberg during the generate 
hierarchical categories of figure 2, step 204, that when the patient is allowed to change fields, 
and to do so must include access information including a password (column 6, lines 26-47). 

Regarding claim 49, Ogawa, Kara, Lake et al, and Feinberg, do not explicitly disclose 
the ability to have any access information to be hidden so that cannot be changed except by 
patient. Whereas, Schoenberg teaches that only the patient may change or access the user 
identification, user name and/ password (column 5, lines 27-33). 
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Regarding claim 50, Ogawa and Kara, disclose a system that allows for security 
encryption. Ogawa includes a fax coversheet but does not explicitly detail a scratch-off area. 
Kara does not specify the use of a fax coversheet or the ability to remove the information in any 
fashion from the same. Whereas, Lake et al. discloses a fax coversheet with coded information, 
which allows for barcoded information to be in the form of a peel-off sheet or label (column 8, 
lines 23-26). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
inventions was made to include label of Lake et al. in the system disclosed by Kara and Ogawa 
thereby allowing a fax coversheet with an added security feature, which can be scratched off or 
removed from the facsimile sheet if required. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Ross, Jr. et al. U.S. Patent 5,823,948 the system allows for automatic incorporation of 
dictionary text, medical record text, prephrased text, etc. 

Serinken U.S. Patent 5,905,801 a method is provided for transmitting and/or receiving 
files via a facsimile machine or computer fax modem. 

Reber et al. U.S. Patent 5,969,324 an accounting system that includes a point of sale 
terminal to print a transaction receipt having a non-predictable barcode and human-readable 
transaction information based upon the transaction data. 
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1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Contact Information 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David L Jones whose telephone number is (703) 305-4675. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (7:00am - 3:30pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Coles can be reached on (703) 305-4712. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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